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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
10/05/2006 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 24-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Kobayashi et al. (US Pat# 6,246,732) in view of Webb (US Pat# 5,483,557). 

Regarding claim 24, Kobayashi et al. demodulator including adaptive equalizer 
teaches a selector that selects one of equalization processing 34a (Fig. 9) and a second 
reception as processing 34b (Fig. 9) for a received signal 40 (Fig. 9) according to 
channel quality 31-32 and 110-112 (Fig. 9), a first receiver performs equalization 33 
(Fig. 9) processing of the received signal if selector 34 (Fig. 9) selects the equalization 
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processing (Col. 11 lines 43-47), and a second receiver 34b (Fig. 9) performing 
demodulation of the received signal if selected. Kobayashi et al. fails to teach the 
second receiver performing RAKE reception. 

Webb's channel equalization in particular for fading channels teaches wherein 
the first receiver performs equalization 24 (Fig. 2) processing of the received signal if 
selected SW2 (Fig. 2), and a second receiver performs RAKE reception 25 (Fig. 2 and 
Col. 4 lines 18-27) of the received signal if the selector selects the RAKE reception SW2 
(Fig- 2). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the second 
receiver performing RAKE reception as taught by Webb into Kobayashi et al.'s receiver 
in order to have a more efficient receiver (Col. 2 lines 16-23). 

Regarding claim 25, the combination including Webb teaches wherein the 
selector selects one of the first receiver and the second receiver based on one of a 
modulation scheme (Col. 2 lines 27-38 and Col. 4 lines 1-47). 

Regarding claim 26, the combination including Kobayashi et al. teaches wherein 
the selector selects the first receiver when a moving speed of a station that 
communicated the received signal is detected as being below a predetermined speed 
level (Col. 6 line 45-Col. 7 line 8 and Col. 8 line 38-54). 

Regarding claim 27, method claim 24 is rejected for the same reason as 
apparatus claim 18 since the recited elements would perform the claimed steps. 
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Regarding claim 28, method claim 25 is rejected for the same reason as 
apparatus claim 19 since the recited elements would perform the claimed steps. 

Regarding claim 29, method claim 26 is rejected for the same reason as 
apparatus claim 20 since the recited elements would perform the claimed steps. 



Response to Arguments 



A rv r> I i r»o n t'c Pomorl^c 

/AppilGdni 5 rxernaiKo 


r_AalllllltM o rxCopuiloC 


"Kobayashi does not disclose selecting 
between two kinds of reception-processing 
receivers as proposed in the Final 
Rejection." 


Kobayashi clearly teaches two different 
reception receivers. The first receiver is 
receiving elements 41, 42, and 33 of figure 
9 when the switch 34 selects equalization 
34a (Fig. 9). The second receiver consist 
of receiving elements of 41 and 42 when 
the switch 34 selects normal reception 34b 

(Fin Q\ 


"Therefore, combining the teachings of 
Webb with those of Kobayashi to modify 
Kobayashi's device in the manner 
proposed in the Final Rejection would 
have the effect of substituting Webb's 
RAKE receiver 25 for Kobayashi's 
adaptive equalizer 33." 


3. In response to applicant's argument 
that both Webb and Kobayashi teaches 
the RAKE and equalization processing is 
selected when there is low channel quality, 
the test for obviousness is not whether the 
features of a secondary reference may be 
bodily incorporated into the structure of the 
primary reference; nor is it that the claimed 
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invention must be expressly suggested in 




any one or all of the references. Rather, 




the test is what the combined teachings of 




the references would have suggested to 




those of ordinary skill in the art. See In re 




Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 




(CCPA 1981). In Webb the section stated 




by applicant (Col. 4 lines 23-33) that 




teaches the RAKE reception channel is 




selected when channel quality is poor 




does not support applicant's reason. 




Regardless by stating that both Webb and 




Kobayashi teaches the RAKE and 




equalization processing is selected when 




there is low channel quality is too broad of 




a statement since both inventions will have 




different thresholds. Examiner believes 




Webb and Kobayashi are combinable 




lAjycuid ucoauoc it icy aic uuui 




communication receivers that selects 




between two different receivers based on 




some quality characteristic. 
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"Thus, simply substituting Webb's RAKE 
receiver for Kobayashi's equalizer, as 
proposed in the Final Rejection, would not 
provide the ability to disable the 
unselected reception processing, so that 
power consumption may be reduced as 
with Applicants' claimed device." 



Examiner believes applicant is reading 
more into their claims than present. In the 
claim limitations there is no mention of 
power reducing. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andrew Wendell whose telephone number is 571-272- 
0557. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nay Maung can be reached on 571-272-7882. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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